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REMARKS 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner's thorough review of the present application, and 
respectfully request reconsideration in light of the preceding amendments and the following 
remarks. 

Claims 1-5 are pending in the application. The claims remain unchanged notwithstanding 
the Examiner's rejection of claims 1-5 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Suzuki (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,930,995) in view of Ahn (U.S. Patent No. 6,568,914) which is deemed inappropriate 
for the following reasons. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, there 
must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to combine 
reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior 
art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. The 
teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the reasonable expectation of success 
must both be found in the prior art, not in applicant's disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488, 20 
USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). See also MPEP y section 2143. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner's rejection has failed to meet, at least, the 
third criterion. 

Ahn has been discussed in the "Background of The Invention" section of the present 
specification. Ahn does not disclose or suggest the unique feature of the claimed invention that the 
inlet of the pulsation pressure reduction conduit through which the discharged gas of the discharge 
chamber passes is located where the pressure pulsations of the discharged gas from the respective 
discharge holes are substantially equal. See the last 3 lines of claim K As described in page 1, line 
33, through page 2, line 7 of the present specification, Ahn provides at least two discharge holes in 
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the discharge pipe to create a predetermined phase difference at the location where refrigerants, 
which flow to the discharge pipe passage through the two discharge holes, meet, thereby 
minimizing an increase in pulsation pressure. 

The Ahn device is different from the claimed compressor which comprises, among other 
things, a pulsation pressure reduction conduit with a single refrigerant inlet, rather than two 
discharge holes as disclosed in Ahn, wherein the inlet of the pulsation pressure reduction conduit 
through which the discharged gas of the discharge chamber passes is located at the location where 
the pressure pulsations of the discharged gas at the respective discharge holes are substantially 
equal. In other words, the claimed invention is directed to a compressor having, among other 
things, a pulsation pressure reduction conduit with a single inlet located at the location where the 
pressure pulsations of the discharged gas from the discharge holes are equal. Ahn does not teach or 
suggest this unique feature of the claimed invention. 

The differences between the claimed invention and Suzuki have been discussed in the 
previous Amendment tiled September 27, 2004, and are incorporated by reference herein. In 
particular, the pressure pulsation reduction mechanism of the claimed invention differs from that of 
Suzuki which does not teach or suggest a pulsation pressure reduction conduit extending in a radial 
direction of the rear housing. Like A hn y Suzuki also fails to teach or suggest the claimed position of 
the inlet of the pulsation pressure reduction conduit. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that both applied references fail to teach or 
suggest the feature of claim 1 that the inlet of the pulsation pressure reduction conduit through 
which the discharged gas of the discharge chamber passes is located where the pressure pulsations 
of the discharged gas from the respective discharge holes are substantially equal. See the last 3 
lines of claim 1. Thus, even if the references are combinable, which Applicant contends to the 
contrary, the combined deice would still lack the above mentioned limitation of independent claim 
1. 
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In addition, the Examiner's suggestion or motivation to combine the references is deemed 
inappropriate and therefore the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection has also failed to meet the first criterion. 

In particular, the Examiner alleged that it would have been obvious to provide Suzuki with a 
pressure reduction conduit which extends in a radial direction, in view of Ahn, for the purpose of 
reducing the noise coming from the compressor. However, the Examiner has failed to specify 
where such suggestion or motivation could be found, if at all, i.e., in Ahn y Suzuki or the knowledge 
generally available in the art. Clarification is respectfully requested. 

Further, Applicant has reviewed the applied references and could not locate any teaching 
that might be interpreted as supplying the Examiner's suggestion or motivation. For example, in 
order to reduce the noise coming from the compressor, Ahn teaches to provide at least two 
discharge holes, rather than to orient the discharge pipe passage in a radial direction as the 
Examiner alleged. See Abstract; column 4, lines 1 8-26; and column 7, lines 36-54 of Ahn, 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that a prima facie case of obviousness has not 
been established, and requests that the 35 U.S.C. J 03(a) rejection of claims 1-5 be withdrawn. 

Each of the Examiner's rejection and objection has been traversed/overcome. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully submit that all claims are now in condition for allowance. Early and 
favorable indication of allowance is courteously solicited. 

The Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned, Applicant's attorney of record, to 
facilitate advancement of the present application. 
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To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. LI 36 is hereby 
made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, including 
extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 07-1337 and please credit any excess fees to such 
deposit account. 
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